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NRE's, the county boards, just about every agency of state
government you could think of has been brought speclflically
‘nto the hearlngs to explaln what they think the problems
are . there are problems and what the solutlons are, where
control for any land-use should be glven If you are zolng
to have such a program and an overview has been developed.
In otner words, these are thlngs that we have done. Report
on the ex!stling avallable data base for a state land-use
program. Jnce agaln, thls 1s something the committee has
done. Tney actually have a presentatlion ready to make to
the Leglslature after two yvears of study. Item #U4,
ldent!lfy any data base requlrements necessary for a state
land-use program. Agaln it's something we have actually
physically completed at thls time. These are all prelim-
Inarles that go Into any land-use prcziram anu so we've

done these. Now you might ask, well nhow's come you've
1lready done thls and here .s a blll wanting to redo it.
We've done It hbecause an identical blll was turned Into a
resolution ty thls Leglslature sitting as a whole and the
Arpriculture Committee was speciflcally directed to do almost
everything llsted !n this blll. So what the blll seeks to
do then !s redc preclsely what has been done. Now what I
think Senator Bereuter should do ls come and go over the
data with us, present mcre data 1f he has disagreements,
present amendments to our blill If he has dlsapgreements there,
but o start out In a completely dA.fferent directlon seems
a lluvtle Improper. 0k, the blll has another six or seven
Items all !n thls same veln, 'In other words, one of them
's to !dent!fy the proper role of state government In a
state land-use planning program. We directed a lot of

our attentlion to thils and concluded, for example, that
local county boards should be the fundamental bullding
block In any land-use program. And so the very things

thls blll seeks to do, we spent a coupie of hundred thou-
sand, probably, already dolings and we have had every agency
of state povernment lnvolved and every element of the
private business communityv. Now Senator Bereuter uses as
nis flnal argument that this should not be Interpreted by
the body as a precedent. 0k, the ©vlll In every sense of
the word Is a land-use blll. A land-use bill! by precedent
was referrec to the Agriculture Commltiee, number one.
Mumber two, a land-use resclution was then passed by the
Lerlslature as a whole. A rz2jorlty of those, of the
elect>d members passed it. Once agaln 1t was sent to the
Apgricultural Commlttee and they were directed to come up
with a rrogram. Next, ltem number three for precedent,

a Peference Commlttee of the Lepglslature set up by the Rules
referred the blll to the Agriculture Committee in llght

of the study and work done. Then there was = contest of
that reference, i1tem number four, and in the :ontest the
vote was overwhelm!ing after hearing the evlidence of Senator
dereuter to submit 1t back to the Agriculture Commlittee

and so If It would not be precedent to reject all these
votes and all thls work that's been done, then precedent
nas no meaning on this flocr. Thls ls the first serious
test tnhls year of whether this Leglslature is going to

glve meaning to I1ts committee, the Reference Commlttee,
whether It Is golng toc give meaning to previous actlon,
rotes, and work done by thils Legl!slature or whether we

are goling to start going out on a whimsy and a fling and
trylneg tc humor indlividuals because they feel that a
rroposal tnat a particular committee has come up with Is
now not In allgnment with thelrs and they want--thev want
to ret 1t repudlated someway and so 1t would be a very
definlite precedent and a very dangerous one and I thlnk
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